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AND THEY THAT BE WISE SHALL SHINE AS THE BRIGHTNESS OF THE FIRMAMENT 


AND THEY THAT TURN MANY TO RIGHTEOUSNESS AS THE STARS FOR EVER AND EVER.”— 
Daniel. 
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MARRIAGE AND THE OONSTITUTION. 
(Deseret Evening News, Dec. 22, 1875.) 


Here, then, taking the only oo 22 only are joined to each other, Congress 
tent earthly witnesses, the Mor- has no objection, and is not disposed 
mons” themselves, it is evident, be- to interfere with the ‘‘ Mormons,” but 
yond controversy, that their marriages | that it ought to prevent the 2 Mor- 
are religious marriages, and more reli. mons” from marrying one man to more 
gious than any other of their acts, if | than one living woman as his wives at 
one religious act can be more religious | one and the same time. 
than another religious act. Therefore Not so fast. Remember, Co 
it may fairly be considered as proved | has no right to interfere with Mor- 
beyond refutation that marriage is | mon” marriages, not because they are 
esteemed as a part of the ‘‘Mormon” | ‘‘ Mormon” marriages, but because 
religion, an essential part of that reli- | they are religious ceremonies, because 
gion, and as absolutely necessary, marriage is an integral part of the 
sometime or other, soomer or later, to | Mormon“ religion, and of the very 
be religiously administered in order to highest importance in the estimation 
be valid or fully and finally acceptable | of the ‘‘ Mormons” themselves. Con- 
in the esi of Heaven. gress cannot prohibit ‘‘ Mormon” mar- 
ess, therefore, were to make eee without & the free 
a — — **Mormon” mar- exercise of their religion by these Mor- 
rieges, it would not only an un- | mons” in its most essential character - 
constitutional act, but an act of — istic. In such agrees the Con- 
perseention, persecution in a matter of | stitution positiv 0 
the most sacred character, and of the | to indulge, r 
most intriusio and essential religious| We have said that if there is one 
im portance, religious act of the ‘‘ Mormons” more 
t may be urged that, so far as mar- — tee it is the act of 
2 marriage, and for the sake of compa- 
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rison we may say if one ‘‘ Mormon” 
marriage is more religious than ano- 
ther, it is the marriage of a man toa 
second or a third wife, or, in common 


phraseology, plural marriage. This | gu 


plural marriage, to an intelligent, 
conscientious, and faithful Mormon,” 
is an institution of the most sacred 
character, gpa the most sacred 
responsibilities. coordingly, it is 
considered that to obtain a second wife 
a man should not only be a “ Mor- 
mon,” but be a worthy and faithful 
and true ‘‘Mormon,” It is right 
enough that a man onght to be all 
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nity from constitutional Congressional 
prohibition touching such marriages. 
But it may be asked in conaterna- 
tion by some parties, is a man to be 
aranteed immunity from Congress- 
ional interference in every thing which 
he may claim is included in the free 
exercise of bis religion? Yes he is, 
when such free exercise of bis religion, 
whatever it may be, does not infringe 
upon the common liberties guaranteed 
to all citizens. This is the only con- 
stitutional limit to the free exercise of 
his religion. If the Chief Justice had 
only properly considered this limit, he 


these to enjoy the high privilege of | would never have introduced into his 
having one wife, — to 2 3.—.— oharge to — jury, in — — 
eligible to the privilege of having more | religious plu i e utterly 
than one wife, a man ought to be espe- | irrelevant cases of the Bindoo mother 


cially worthy, because of the greater re- 
sponsibilities involved, and the greater 
power given into his hands, and the 
ter opportunities placed within 
reach for good or evil, as he shall 
be disposed to acquit himself, or shall 
suffer himself to be led. 

The ‘‘ Mormons” claim that their 
practice of plural marriage is by espe- 
cial permission and commandment of 
Heaven, and is fully as binding upon 
them as is any other divine doctrine 
or principle. But it is nothing to 

whether the ‘‘ Mormons” 
have been permitted or commanded 
by Heaven or not to ise plural 
marriage. That is a matter which 
concerns themselves alone as human 
creatures. It lies between them and 
their God, and Congress has no right 
te step in between. 

But farther, if the ‘*‘ Mormons” 
merely believe it to be their religious 
duty to practice plural marriage, in- 
dependent of any special mandatory 
revelation from heaven to them u 
the subject, then plural 
comes a part of their religion, a part 


of the exercise of their religion, and 
this Con is especially forbidden 
to prohibit. 80 far as the right of 


Congress to prohibit is concerned, it is 
perfectly immaterial to that body 
whether or not the Mormons” have 
had any revelation or commandment 
ftom God upon the subject. If the 
Hormons accept plural marriage as 
a part of their ion, in geod faith, 
and so maintain, that is amply suffici- 
cent to guarantee them perfect immu- 


casting her new-born babe into the 
Ganges, the Fiji islander leaving his 
aged and helpless parent in the woods 
to starve or be devoured, or the placi 
of the Hindoo widow upon the fune 
pile of her deceased husband, to be 
consumed with his corpse. All these 
things are murder, or equvalent thereto. 
They are not the pursuit of life and 
liberty. They are the pursuit of death, 
and consequently are destructive to 
life and liberty. Therefore they could 
not be permitted in the United States, 
so far as the jurisdiction of Comgress 
is concerned, even though they were 
to be claimed as included in the free 
exercise of religion, because they would 
— persons from enjoying the 
exercise of their religion. 7 no 
fair or acceptable process of reasoning 
could such restrictive and destructive 
acts be placed as parallel with and 
equal to Mormon” plural —— 
or as having any claims to be inclu ed 
in the free exercise of ion. | 
surprise is that men of intelligence 
otherwise, should ever presume to pre- 
sent such limping apologies for argu- 
ment. 
iage is honorable in all. It is 
the portal of legitimate life, of 
real and true life. It is the very 
liberty of the Gospel. In it the very 
highest human happiness and the most 
— 4 human development may be 
ound. We might say that in it, and 
in it only, divine life, divine devel 
end divine happiness: 
found. Jesus said, Suffer little 


children to come unto me, and forbid 
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them not, for of such is the kingdom 
-of heaven,” and only by marriage can 
there be legitimately any little children 
to be suffered to go to Jesus and 
become a rt of the 
kingdom of heaven. So that marriage 
is so clearly of a religious nature that 
it furnishes, that it alone furnishes, 
the very finest and most acceptable 
— for the kingdom of heaven, 
accerding to the testimony of Jesus 
Christ himself, the great author and 
finisher of the Christian faith. 

The condition of marriage should be 
considered as not only eminently of a 
religious nature, but likewise so far 
from being destructive to life, liberty 
and happiness, that it is the very 9 
of life, liberty and happiness. 0 
may therefore boldly declare that in 
no condition on earth is there so much 
life, liberty and happiness attainable, 
so much of perfect human and divine 
development within reach, as in the 
marriage relation, and that the pursuit 
of these desirable things through this 
relation is not only guaranteed by the 
Constitution, but is heartily to be 
commended by all people. 

Again, it may be said that this is 
true enough of marriage on the mono- 
gamic plan, but it is not true of mar- 
riage of a plurality of wives. Why 
not? If one woman by marriage with 
a man finds life, liberty, happiness, 
and rfect feminine development, 
why should not another woman find 
the same blessings by that man? 
‘There is no valid reason why she 
should not. 

In contradistinction to the charge of 
the Chief Justice, and to the assertions 
of many others, we earnestly contend 
that Mormon“ plural marriage is a 
religious act, that it does not infringe 
upon the constitutional liberties of any 
citizens, and that therefore Con 
has no constitutional right to prohibit 
the free exercise ef that part, any more 
than of any other parts, of the Mor- 
mon” religion. This, we believe, is a 
position which cannot be rationally 
overthrown. 

We will examine the possible ob- 
jection that plural marriages are 
posed to liberties constitutionally 
guaranteed. If a man marries a wife, 
whose constitutional liberties does he 
thereby infringe upon? Nobody’s. 
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If he marries a second wife, whose 
constitutional liberties does he thereby 
infringe upen? Nobody's. If he 
marries a third wife, whose constitu- 
tional liberties does he thereby infringe 
upon? Nobody’s. 

In the first place it is well enough 
known that plural marriages are a part 
of the ‘*Mormon” religion. Conse- 
quently all ‘‘Mormon” men and wo- 
men are married with the knowledge 
of the possible, and indeed probable 
contingency of their individual con- 
nection with such marriages, if the 
do not immediately enter upon su 
plural marriage union. 

In the next place we would ask 


egain, and more explicitly, whose 
liberties are infringed upon 7 plural 
marriage? One may say, that the 


liberties of the first wife and those of 
the children. In what way? In the 
multiplication table way. If there 
were no second or third wife and their 
children, there would be more of the 
husband’s goods to be enjoyed by the 
first wife and her children. 

O, that is the line of argument! 
Then it is a very selfish one. But we 
will pursne it to its logical issue. There 
shall be no second or third wife, bé- 
cause such wife or wives, and her or 
their children, would lessen the 
amount of means which might come 
into the hands of the first wife and 
her children. By the same reasoning, 
there should be no second child, be- 
cause the second would lessen the 
amount of this world’s goods that 
might come into the hands of the first 
child. This policy is extensively 

ractised in portions of these United 

tates, and the results are not life, 
liberty and happiness, but baby farm- 
ing, infanticide, abortion, fcsticide, 
lust, and debilitated femininity. Again, 
by the same reasoning, men should 
not marry, for a wife will deprive her 
husband of some of this world’s goods 
to support herself. This sort of policy, 
too, is extensively carried out in 
various parts of the United States, and 
the results are not life, liberty and 
happiness, but license, * seduction, 
prostitution, debauchery, 
and, if pursued to the end, depopula- 
tion, death, and desolation, the very. 
reverse of the purpose of the first 
great commandment to increase and 
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multiply and replenish the earth, a 
commandment which has never yet 
been revoked. 

Now we have herein set forth, so 
that it cannot be rationally contro- 
verted, that civil and religious liberty 
is the birthright of American citizens ; 
that it was the great controling prin- 
ciple of the American Revolution ; 
that it is the fundamental principle 

pon which the Federal Union was 
ounded; that it is the grand char- 
acteristic and standing boast of the 
American system of republican gov- 
ernment, in direct and designed cor- 
rective or counterbalancing opposition 
to the Old World restrictive policy of 
government; that the Constitution 
expressly guarantees the free exercise 
of religion to all, so far as the action 
of Congress is concerned; that the 
exercise of religion necessarily means 


acts; that is re- 
garded by most, if not all, 
people as an essentially religious act ; 
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that it has been so regarded for ages ;. 
that civil marriage in Christendom is. 
rmon” people especially | 
marriage as & 
religious, and divine institu ; 
they regard plural marriage, at least. 
equally with monogamic marriage, as 
a sacred, religious, and divine inati- 
tution ; that the limit of the free ex- 
ercise of religion is where it would. 
infringe upon the common constitu- 
tional liberties of citizens ; that plural 
marriage does not infringe in the least 
2 those common constitutional: 
liberties, but that it rather 2 
promotes and maintains those liberties ;. 
and that consequently any congress- 
ional enactment prohibitory of the free 
exercise of religious marriage, whether 
monogamio or plural, is a gross viola- 
tion of the Constitution of the United 
States, and of the grand dominatin 
— of the American governmen 
—the liberty of the people. 


IN MEMORIAM. 


TRIBUTE OF RESPECT TO THE MSMORY OF THE LATE HON. GEORGE A. SMITH,. 
AS UNANIMOUSLY ADOPTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL OF THE 
TERRITORY er UTAH, JAN. 19, 1876. 


— 


Mr. President and Gentlemen of the 


We have learned with deep regret 
of the death of George Albert Smith, 
ex president of this legislative council, 
which sad event occurred on the first 
of September, 1875. 

In the death of President Smith we, 
and the whole people of Utah, have 
sustained an almost irreparable loss, 
and his memory will ever be held in 
high and reverential esteem by those 
who had 8 to become ac- 
quainted with his i life 
and character. 

Without attempting to give a con- 


of the unusually active 
o of distinguished citizen, a few 


incidents may, with profit, be placed 
on record. We find him at an early 
age devoting all his time and energies 
to the ddvancement of those princi- 
ples of truth, justice and right, whieh 
formed in after life so marked a char- 


acteristic of his public career, and 
which will ever shed so bright a halo 
about his name. 

He was ever interested 
in the subject of education, wherein 
he exhibited a strikingly practical and 
admirable trait of his character, as an 
evidence of which in 1846, when our 
people were driven from their homes 
and were journeying towards the set- 

ing sun, it was his almost constant 
endeavor to organize for the yoang, a 
system of common school education in. 
which he succeeded admirably, and 
nightly around the camp fires of the 
weary exiles, was — his cheering 
voice calling the children to come 
with their books and recite what they 
had learned during their day’s jour- 


» Bis name is recorded on the pages. 
of history, as one of that noble and 
heroic band of pioneers, who, in 1847, 

marked the way across a thousand: 


= star. 
— 
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miles of trackless and unexplored 
country, seeking in the wilds of what 
was then known as the great Amer- 
‘ican desert, a place of rest—a home 
for a loyal, thongh exiled people. He 
was among the first to arrive in this 
valley, then a wilderness, inhabited 
only by the savage Indian, and his not 
less wild companion, the howling wolf. 
Beneath the stars and stripes, with the 
love of country as warm in his heart, 
as when within the eonfines of chris- 
tian civilization, he was among the 
first to solicit the general goveru ment 
to extend its dominion and authorit 
over this region, at that time the soil 
of Mexico. 

Sabsequently, under the provisional 

vernment of the State of Deseret, 

e ably represented in the legislature 
the citizens of Iron County, which 
county he had pioneered and founded. 
Upon the change by the Congress of 
the United States of the State of 
Deseret into a Territorial Government, 
he served the same constituency in 
1851, in the council of the first s 
cial legislative assembly, and contin- 
med his labors in the same capacity 
during the second, third, fourth and 
fifth annual sessions, and as early as 
1852, he aided in memorializing Con- 
gress, asking that honorable body to 
take immediate steps for the construc- 
tion of the great trans-continental 
railroads, by which the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans have since been united. 
The memorial clearly set forth that 
the project was not only feasible, but 
that its early accomplishment would 
become a necessity to the Govern- 
ment. 

In 1856 he was elected by a Terri- 
—_ 832 one of the delegates, 

nt to Congress a constitution 

praying for the admis- 
sion of Utah into the Union. 
During the ninth, tenth, eleventh 
and twelfth sessions of the Territorial 
Legislature, he served as the councilor 
for Iron, Beaver and Piute Counties, 
and in the fourteenth, fifteenth, six- 
teenth, seventeenth, eighteenth and 
nineteenth sessions, he was unani- 
mously elected President of the Coun- 
dil. 1872-3 he, acgompanied by 
our honorable president, Lorenzo 
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of Europe, and places of interest 
throughout Asia Minor, also Egypt 
and the Land of Palestine. While in 
France, in December, 1872, he and 
his party had a pleasant and inter- 
esting interview with M. Thiers, pre- 
sident of the French republic, who 
expressed his gratification in meeting 
a delegation from Utah, with the his- 
tory of whites people he said he was 
familiar. Mr. Smith remarked that 
the people of Utah had been twenty- 
five years laboring under every possi- 
ble disadvantage to colonize that 
portion of our American desert, in 
order to make a destitute people great 
and prosperous; and tbat in connec- 
tion with other objects relating to his 
tour he wished to gather information 
and statistics of the progress of older 
nations, that through their experience, 
the people whom he and his party re- 
presented might derive benefit. To 
which M. Thiers replied, that while 
they remained in Frances he would 
take great pleasure in rendering any 
assistance they might require in the 
promotion of the object in view, and 
expressed a sincere desire that the 
peaceful relations then existing be- 
tween the two governments would 
never be interrupted. At the close 
of the interview, Mr. Smith said :— 
President Thiers, may God bless 
you!” The honesty, simplicity and 
earnestness with which this sentiment 
was expressed, excited the emotions 
of M. Thiers and his miuisters, who 
were crowding around, avd he re- 
quested a literal translation of the 
expression. 

For a period embracing over nine- 
teen years, — A. Smith labored 
diligently and ably as a legislator for 
the people ; and the general prosperity 
of our citizens to-day and the pre- 
sent development of the material 
resources of our interior couutry are 
directly traceable, and in great part 
due to the untiring efforts and cease- 
less labors of that good and great man, 
to whose memory language fails to 
convey a befitting tribute. He lives 
in the hearts of thousands who loved 
him; and history will class him among 
the great and true, for he was bon 
est in the broadest meaning of the 
word, upright and free from fraud. 


Snow, and others, visited on a tour of 
observation, all the prominent cities 


The purity of his motives was always 
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above suspicion. His conduct was 
never influenced by prejudice, party 
bias, or the hope of personal interest. 
He was deeply interested in all ques- 
tions affecting the development of our 
Territory, of which he was truly one 
of the founders. He was a warm 
friend to the poor, ever aiding witb 
his wise counsels to place in their pos- 
session the best gifts of our common 
country ; and he was pure, as angels 
understand purity. 

For twenty-nine years the record of 
his public life is the history of our 
Territory. He took part in all the 
leading events, and his name is indeli- 
bly associated with all the great results 
which that period has produced. And 
when the close of his mortal career 
was announced, throughout the entire 
Territory and the world where he was 
known, there was a deep wail of sad- 
ness, which bespoke deep feelings of 
sorrow. The shock, though by many 
anticipated, was none the less severe, 
nor did it lesson the bereavement and 
sense of great loss, for the public heart 
was moved, deeply moved us evidenced 
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by the gathering of the people from 
nest every part of the country, and 
assembling by thousands in the Taber- 
nacle to perform funeral rites, in honor 
of the great councilor, fallen in sleep 
to rise again. He was borne from the 
scenes of his public life, and commit- 
ted to the select grave, one of earth’s 
foremost public men and best beloved 
citizens. 
Such are the simple outlines of his: 
official life ; yet how full a control, how 
lofty a purpose, how rich a nature, 
how wide an influence, how pure a 
conscience, how perfect an integrity, 
how enduring a name, how affection- 
ate and how tender a heart, belonged 
to the man who has filled out such 
outlines to the full measure of a noble 
and brave character! As was said of 
George Washington, ‘‘ He needs no 
monumental height with which to per- 
petuate his memory, for the living, 
the dead and their posterity shall, by 
the recital and praise of bis deeds, 
cast around his memory a halo of light 
and glory which shall never die.”— 


Salt Lake Herald. 


THE LADIES OF UTAH AND POLYGAMY. 
— — 


To the Editor of the Birmingham Daily 
Mail. 


Sir,—In your issue of Thursday 
evening last, you favored your numer- 
ous readers with “A Memorial from 
the Women of Utah,” to the forty- 
fourth Congress of the United States 
of America, praying to be protected 
in their constitutional rights as citizens 
of a great and a liberal nation. As 
we hail from Utah, being on a Gospel 
mission to England, and having left 
wives and children, relatives and 
friends, in that country, and being 
in possession of all important facts 
connected with the history of our 
people, and having knowledyé by per- 
sonal experience of the cruel treatment 
we have had to bear from corrupt Uni- 
ted States officials, aided by uncon- 
s'itutional laws enacted by Congress, 
in order te force us to apostatise 
from our faith, and to rob us of our 
property through litigation, we were, 
we assure you, exceedingly well pleased 


at your liberality in publishing the 
Memorial” verbatim et literatwm. 

As men born in England, as Elders. 
of the Church of Jesus Christ of Lat- 
ter-day Saints, and citizens of Utah, 
we are impelled in justice and trath 
to come forward in defence of our 
wives and daughters—our divine insti- 
tutions—our rational system of ethios, 
and our holy religion. 

It were preposterous to suppose for 
a moment that the women of Utah 
were coerced to sign said ‘‘ memorial.” 
Why, sir, there is as much freedom 
of thought and religious toleratien in 
Utah, as far as the ‘‘ Mormons” are 
concerned, as there is in Great Britain.. 
In Salt Lake City the popular churches. 
of the day are fully established. There 
are Roman Catholics, Episcopalians, 
Wesleyan Methodists, and Presbyte- 
rians owning chapels in which they 
hold public worship. We ‘permit 
the Catholics to occupy a large room in. 
the city hall, for some six montha,, 
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free, before they built their chapel in 
the thirteenth ward of the city. We 
allow ministers of all denominations 
to preach in our Tabernacle, a building 
that will hold 13,000 people, when 
they visit us, and wish to do so. Ours 
is a free country, and the people are 
rospering. About 50,000 converts 
ve emigrated to Utah during the 
last „ years from Europe, 
nine-tenths of whom live to-day in 
their own houses and cultivate their 
own farms, to our certain knowledge. 
We have made the wilderness to blos- 
som as the rose. Since our settlement 
in the Rocky Mountains, God has won- 
derfully tempered the elements in our 
favor, so that the desert has truly 
become a fruitful field. 

Whatever may be said to the con- 
trary by persons unacquainted with 
facts, or by unfriendly writers in their 
severe criticisms upon the action of our 
lady population and the position they 
have taken before the world in defense 
of polygamy, it cannot be denied that 
it is a bold and judicious measure. For 
22,626 ladies to voluntarily advance, 
as they have done, in support of an in- 
stitution ora principle, speaks volumes; 
it is a very significant fact, in which 
sentiment all true statesmen will ac- 
quiesce, while all philanthropists will 
approve the movement. 

e conscientiously submit plural 
marriage to be a Divine institution. 
We view it from a Scriptural stand- 
point, and not through the dense fog 
of sixteen centuries’ tradition. Nay, 
more; we receive it as an article of 
our faith, the principle having been 
revealed to Joseph Smith, the founder 
in the hands of God, of the Church, 
and given by him to the Church, as a 
doctrine for the Latter Day-Saints to 


103 


believe and obey, on July 12, 1843, in 
the city of Nauvoo, North America. 
Since that time it has been received by 
us as essential to full salvation. That 
marriage is a sacrament is very certain, 
for the Apostle Paul says, in his First 
Epistle to the Corinthians, eleventh 
chapter and eleventh verse, ‘‘ Neither 
is the man without the woman, neither 
the woman without the man, in the 
Lord.” 

We would call attention to Abraham, 
the Father of the Faithful;” to 
Jacob, with his four wives, the father 
of the twelve Patriarchs; to Moses, 
‘‘whom the Lord knew face to face; 
to David, a man after God's own 
heart,” and to other authorities, all in 
favor, by precept as well as example, 
of plural marriage. Can it be said 
that this generation is holier than the 
past; that modern morality is more 
pure than patriarchal piety? The Bible 
student must admit that polygamy is u 
Bible institution. If God sanctioned, 
by law, the practice of it in ancient 
times by his servants, must it not have 
been a righteous condition of marrage? 
The ‘‘Mormon” women of Utah view 
it in this light and no other. And we 
know that they are honorable women, 
and devout in spirit; that their me- 
morial” is truthfully worded and wisely 
presented to the Congress now in 
session. We trust that their petition 
will be heard, and that their prayer 
will be answered, by the immediate 
repeal, by Congress, of the obnoxious 
laws of 1862 and 1874, and granting 
privileges desired. Most respect- 
ully, 

W. H. Mavenwan, V. L. 
EDwWw ARD HAN EAM, J. T. BLTLIs rox, 
T. A. WHEELER. 
Birmingham Daily Mail. Feb. 2, 1876. 


Avoid the habit of incessant badinage in your talk. It is disgusting and re- 


pellent to encounter a person who never seems to be in earnest about anythin 
treating the gravest matters with ridicule or scorn, and whose softest sp 
There is nothing more despicable than the man 


corrodes like oil of vitriol. 
who despises everybody else. 


Fowell Buxton said: The longer I live, the more I am csrtain tbat the 
great difference between men—between the feeble and the powerful, the great 
and the insignificant—is energy—invincible determination—a purpose onoe 
fixed, and then death or victory. That quality can do anything that can be 
done in this world; and no talents, no circumstances, no opportunities will 
make a two-legged creature a man without it.” 


— ——— ͤ üö— — ͤ 
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MUNDAY, FEBRUARY } 14, 1876. 


— 


THE DAILT MAIL” AND PLURAL MARRIAGE. 
—0 


The Birmingham Daily Mail of Jan. 28, has a column of editorial on the 
recent memorial to Congress of 23,000 of the women of Utah, for the repeal of 
the laws against plural marriage. 

The Mail affirms that either fanaticism, or the pressure of their ‘masters’, 
or both combined, has led the women of Utah to plead for a continuance of the 
immoral and degrading servitude involved in the Mormon institution of poly- 
' gamy.” On the other hand the Memorial itself affirms, that not one of the 
signatures to this memorial has been obtained either by enticement or coercion, 
and no one under twelve years of age has been permitted to sign,” and to this 
the signatures of some 23,000 women are affixed. Query, which affirmation— 
so far as coercion is concerned—bears the stronger evidence? Again, the 23,000 
women either live in the plural system, or in personal contact with it, and, 
therefore, understand its workings, while their whole life interests and otornal 
salvation are absorbed in the issue, surely these must know whereof they 
speak” ; ‘but what the editor of the Mail has had to do with the question, or 
how he can fairly and honestly judge of polygamy in Utah without this experi- 
ence or contact, is not so readily understood. 

It is incredible that in this enlightened age 23,000 Christian women would 
memoralize for ‘‘a continuance of immoral and degrading servitude,” it is a thing 
so impossible to happen, and so utterly false upon the very face of it, as to 


make it self-evident that the condition of the plural wives in Utah cannot be 
anything of the sort. 


The Mail tells us that the Mormon women are of that low intellectual type 
which swallows greedily the most impudent pretensions if they can only be 
made to appear consistent with their own groveling fanaticism.” This whole- 
sale slander of the women of an entire community, besides being untrue, is in 
very bad taste, and commends neither the manhood nor the arguments of this 
pseudo reformer. Charity for him prompts us to conclude that he is in utter 
ignorance of the intellectual status of the Mormon” women, and that he is 
merely judging of something he knows nothing whatever about. 

The Mail terms our belief in plural marriage ‘‘fanaticism,” probably he is 
as ignorant of our belief, as he has shown himself in other particulars affecting 
us and our institutions. If it be fanatical to believe that, under certain cir. 
cumstances, a man may rightfully have more than one wife at the same time, 
then Luther, Melancthon, Zwingle and Bucer were fanatics, the great Milton 
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was a fanatic, also Dr. Channing, and Grotius and Hon. John Selden and 
Dr. Samuel Puffendorf and the Rev. Gilbert Burnet, Bishop of Salisbury, all 
of whom, and a host of others, affirm the rightfuluess of Plural Marriage as 
taught by the sacred word of God. If we refer to the Holy Scriptures we find 
that this doctrine was not only believed in but practised by Abraham, Moses, 
David and Solomon whose superiors in all that constitute the highest civiliza- 
tion, knowledge, piety, wisdom and refinement of mind and manners the world 
has never known, either in ancient or modern times. It was practised without 
rebuke by Abraham when he was styled' the friend of God,’ by Jacob when his 
name was changed to Israel on account of his piety and his faith, by David, 
when God himself gave testimony and said, ‘I have found David, the son of 
Jesse, a man after my own heart,’ and by many others whose names will be 
held in everlasting remembrance, being preserved in Holy Writ long after those 
of modern pseudo religionists, who now denounce polygamy as barbarous and 
sinful, shall have perished in oblivion.” 

We have quoted here from a work entitled History and Philosophy of 
Marriage, published by James Campbell, 18, Tremont Street, Boston, Mass, 
1869, because the author is not a ‘‘Mormon,” althongh a talented, highly 
respected, and well educated gentleman. For the same reason we now quote 
from the speech of Mr. Blair, a member of Congress, delivered in the U. S. 
House of Representatives, Feb. 17, 1872. ‘‘I submita proposition to Christiana, 
and students of moral philosophy. ‘If it be true that moral principles never 
change, and that marriage is based on moral principles; and if it be true that 
polygamons marriages existed for thirty-nine hundred and twenty-five years, 
or a less period, by the approval of God, is polygamy morally right or wrong?” 

Again, did not the Almighty enjoin it as a law—under certain circumstances 
—upon his chosen, covenant people? see Deut. 25, 5-10. and Deut. 22. 28, 29. 
Did be not make another law to regulate it? see Deut. 21. 15. Ex. 21. 10, 
and Deut 24.5. We therefore conclude with the learned Grotius, that ‘‘when 
God regulates the manner of a thing, or makes, with respect to the thing, some 
other regulation which necessarily supposes the thing itself permitted, we 
should consider whether this concerns a single transitory act, or something 
which in itself, or by its consequences, may reduce itself into habit and con- 
tinual practice. In the latter case, the permission always implies a real 
approbation of the thing in question, as lawful in itself. As then we see that 
God regulates certain cases, which suppose a permission of polygamy, we are 
at full liberty to infer from thence that polygamy is not necessarily contrary to 
natural right,” 

To say that plural marriage is sin, is to make God the author of sin, for not 
to forbid that which is evil, but even to countenance and promote it, is being 
so far the author of it, and accessory to it in the highest degree. We now 
quote the words of a clergyman written in 1780. What reason can be assigned 
for God’s permitting so many people, and particularly some of his distingushed 
Saints of old, to live allowedly in the practice of polygamy, and to die without 
ever reproving them, calling them to repentance, and without their ever ex- 
pressing any sorrow for it, and showing any evidence at all of their repentance ? 
And if God’s word be the rule of our conduct, and if the example of these 
Saints be written for our learning, what are we to learn from them respect- 


ing polygamy ?” 
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The command, ‘‘Thou shalt not commit adultery”, was delivered to a poly- 
gamous people; and engraved upon stone by the husband of three wives. 
Under the Mosaic law adultery was punished with death—death of the woman 
defiled, and of the man who defiled her,—while the issue was excommunicated 
from the congregation of the Lord even to the tenth generation, see Deut. 22 
22. and Deut. 23-2. Wedo not read in Scripture of any man being put to 
death or even censured for taking a second wife, as he would have been, if 
guilty, but on the contrary, God expressly declared the issue of the second 
wife equally legitimate with the issue of the first,—see Deut. 21.15. Again, 
the twelve sons of Jacob, by four wives, were equally heirs to and inheritors of 
the land of Canaan; Samuel the son of a pluralist, ministered to the Lord in 
the tabernacle from his very childhood; Solomon another pluralist’s son, built 
and dedicated the Temple of the Lord, and he was considered the wisest, and 
one of the most blessed among men. 


But it may be aaid those things occurred under the Old Testament dispensa- 
tions. True, but if God is an unchangeable being, and moral principles are 
unchangeable, why should plural marriage be considered moral then, and 
immoral now? If we admit there is a difference in point of morality be- 
tween the Old Testament and the New, does not that admission shake the 
credit of both as being inspired by one and the same spirit? If we must deny 
one in order to support the other while both claim to be divine, would it not be 
more consistent to deny the authority of both? 

Many suppose that Christ and his apostles abrogated the Jewish system of 
plural marriages, but this idea is not supported by Soripture, nor is it a matter 
of fact. It is fair to suppose that if Christ and his apostles ever reprobated 
polygamy, that some account of it would have been handed down to us. The 
Rev. Gilbert Burnet, Bishop of Salisbury says; ‘‘It is to be considered that if 
our Lord had been intending to antiquate the plurality of wives, it being so 
deeply rooted in the men of that age, confirmed by such fashions and unques- 
tioned precedents, and riveted by so long a practice, be must have done it. 
plainly and authoritatively.” Christ and his apostles denounced adultery and 
fornication aud all manner of sin, fearlessly and openly, but they never 
denounced polygamy, nor intimated in the remotest degree, that it was a sin. 
With regard to the passage of Scripture brought to bear against plural marriage 
—see 1 Timothy 3. 2—12. The passage implies that polygamy was still practised 
in the primitive Christian churches, for otherwise it would have been super- 
fluous and irrelevant to mention ‘‘one” wife, as a special qualification in a 
candidate for these particular offices. If it be alleged that Paul intended to 
forbid ‘‘bishops,” and ‘‘deacons” from having more than one wife (for reasons 
not stated) it is still positive that elders, and priests, and teachers, and other 
ehurch officers, and the lay members are not so forbidden; and it is a very 
pertinent inquiry, why are they not so forbidden? Can we rightfully and 
properly constrne this passage to be a general prohibition of plural marriage 
when it is nowhere forbidden by God, nor by Christ, nor his apostles, nor does 
Paul here nor anywhere else allude to it as an evil, and when only bishops and 
deacons are designated in the passage ? 


We believe the true meaniny of the passage to be, that the particular functions 
of the Bishop’s and Deacon’s office required them, in Paul’s judgment, to be 
married men, or in other words, to have (at least) one wife. 
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In Matthew 19. 29. the Saviour says Every one that hath forsaken houses, 
or brethren, or sisters, or father, or mother, or wife, or children, or lands, for 
my name’s sake, shall receive an hundredfold, and shall inherit everlasting life.” 
Here it is plainly and pointedly declared by the Savior, and in language not 
easily to be misunderstood, that every one who forsakes his wife for Christ’s 
sake shall receive an hundredfold, and shall also inherit everlasting life. This. 
is in accordance with 2 Sam. 12. 8—11. wherein we are told that God, even 
in this life, rewarded David for his faithfulness with a plurality of wives; and 
that he reclaimed that gift when David sinned in the matter of Uriah’s wife. 

The Hon. John Selden, a distinguished author and statesman, a member of 
Parliament for Lancaster, in 1624, and who represented the University of 
Oxford in the long Parliament of 1640, in his work entitled ‘‘ Uxor Hebraica.” 
says; polygamy was allowed, not only among the Hebrews but in most other 
nations throughout the world; and monogamy is a modern and a European 
custom, almost unknown to the ancient world.” 


Monogamy originated with pagan Greece and Pagan Rome, it became en- 
grafted into apostate Christianity—like infant, sprinkling, transubstantiation, 
the worship of images, the nunnery system, and other abominations—tradition 
has done the rest, and now, in our day, modern religious bigotry falsely ascribes. 
its origin to Christ and his apostles. 


The Mail appears to favor Mr. John Stuart Mill’s views, that in moral 
and religious questions each man has a right to please himself, subject to con- 
siderations of ethical expediency”. ‘‘ But nothing” he says, ‘‘ought to be 
conceded to individual liberty which is inexpedient for the welfare of a State.“ 
Upon these points we perfectly agree. We claim that plural marriage is ‘‘ moral,” 
*‘ religions,” and ‘‘expedient for the welfare of a State,” and, therefore, entitled 
to the broadest and fullest toleration. These are exactly the points, however, 
which the Mail neither disproves nor attempts to disprove. 


The doctrine of plural marriage is moral and religious because it is God’s. 
revelation. That it is expedient for the welfare of the state is demonstrated 
by the fact, that in our society, brothel-keeping, foœticide, unfortunate women 
committing suicide, the social evil, seduction, prostitution, whoredom, adultery, 
and other body and soul destroying evils so prevalent in other societies, are, 
in ours, almest absolutely unknown. Again, the people after more than a 
quarter of a century's experience of plural marriage earnestly desire its con- 
tinuance. 

We are not aggressive, nor do we encroach upon the rights of our neighbors, 
yet the Mail thinks that we have no more right to complain of the laws. 
against plural marriage than an organized association of pickpockets would 
if the London police took them into custody.” The alleged crime is, that we 
have introduced a system at open variance with the accepted system of 
public morals,” but suppose the introduced system is better than the accepted 
system, why send us to prison for introducing it? That was the spirit that 
sent Galileo to prison and crucified the Savior. They were charged with 
introducing systems at variance with the accepted systems, and punished 
accordingly. Why does not the Mail attempt to show wherein the system of 
plural marriage is immoral? Why not give his authority for alleging it to be- 
immoral? Why not discuss the question on its merits? 
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Again, he says, When the Mormon women ask the law to sanction poly- 
gamy because it is part of their religion and their faith, they ask what, if 
granted, would be a fatal precedent to a State’s morality. We will suppose 
an extreme case: that of a religious seot holding the belief that the extermina- 
tion of openly sinful livers was a praiseworthy and pious act. The execution 
of that belief would, of course, legally be murder, and no State could tolerate 
the perpetration of a crime merely to satisfy the ‘religious’ principles of 
eccentric and misguided men. The Government in such à case would have a 
clear and undoubted right to put down principles hostile to public safety.” 
But plural marriage is not murder,“ nor “hostile to public safety,” nor 
any infringement whatever upon the rights of others, and for that reason the 
analogy does not hold good. Neither do the women ask the law to sanction 
polygamy. They know that the Constitution of the United States already 
guarantees to the people the right of religions liberty, and they ask that they 
be not robbed of that right. Wherein the granting of this right would be a 
fatal precedent to a State’s morality” the Mail does not even attempt to make 
it appear. 

The readers of the able article entitled ‘‘ Marriage and the Constitution,” 
now appearing in the Star, will readily perceive the weakness of the Mail's 
position in the extreme case” he has proposed, and we do not cate to repeat 
the arguments here, but we recommend all interested to carefully read the 
article. We will merely remark that as the Constitution of the United States 
guarantees to all her citizens civil and religious liberty, every infringement 
upon those rights is a breach of that Constitution, whether perpetrated under 
the name of religious liberty, or a Territorial law, or a State law, or an act of 
Congress. Hence Congress, States, and Territories, are each required to con- 
form to this fundamental rule, and to frame their laws accordingly ; and 
hence the extermination of the Mail’s ‘‘ openly sinful livers” would not be 
permitted, for they hold the same constitutional guarantee of civil and religious 
liberty that are held by the religious sect” in the case cited. But probably 
the Mail would perceive the point better in looking nearer home. Instead of 
troubling himself about less than eighty thousands of polygamists in America, 
let him observe that his own government tolerates upwards of eighty millions 
of polygamists in India who are British subjects. Those British subjects were 
in the habit of burning widows in the name of religion, as well as practising 
polygamy. The British government suppressed the horrid practice of the 
suttee while they tolerate polygamy. The same power and influence which 
crushed the one coald have crushed the other. But the government very 
properly discriminates betwixt right and wrong, and betwixt the destruction 
of life and the perpetuation of it. We respectfully advise the editor of the 
Mail to do the same, to lay aside his bigotry, and in future to look at things 
as they really are. 

D. MoK. 


It is remarkable that various rations have each a different day of the week 
for the public celebration of religious services. Sunday is devoted by. the 
Christians, Monday by the Greeks, Tuesday by the Persians, Wednesday by 


— * Thursday by the Egyptians, Friday by the Turks, Saturday by 
e Jews. 
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FOREIGN CORRESPONDENCE. 


A WOMAN'S VIEWS OF SOCIETY BASTWARD, 


Editor Deseret News: 
Chicago, Jan. 14, 1876. 

Sir,—I have received two copies of 
your paper, for which I am thankful, 
indeed. I perused the columns of the 
„Weekly“ with a good deal of inter- 
est. I must confess it was quite a 
treat to me to turn from the awful 
scenes and enactments that are chro- 
nicled in our own papers, to the fair 
pages of your journal for wholesome 
reading, bespeaking happy homes and 
peaceful communities. 

I would like to say a word or two 
about our Garden City,” but really 
things are so confused, religiously, 
politically and socially, that one does 
not know where to begin or to leave 
off. Nor is this state of affairs con- 
fined to Chicago, it extends even to 
the capital, aye, the national capital. 
Murder, incest, rapine, are the fiends 
which seem to be in the ascendant at 
present. The press of this city has 
chronicled about thirty cases of incest 
for the last few weeks. The namber 
of rapes and murders is going beyond 
calculation. If a man wishes to shoot 
another, he can do so with impunity. 
The murderer will find a member of 
the bar, perhaps with the prefix Hono- 
rable to his worthy name, to advocate 
his cause, and twelve intelligent, free- 
born, justice-loving, centennial-cele- 
brating Americans to swear that said 
morderer was or isalunatic. We had 
only two murders within tbe last 
twenty-four hours, so you see we can 
Pe 4 ourselves on a decrease 

the blood - letting direction. 

The people are groaning under ex- 
cessive taxation. Riots are threatened. 
Military is being organized. The 
communists are howling about injustice 
and payerty and starvation. It is a 


matter of dispute whether we have a 


Mayor or not. The question will be 
solved by the law courts in a short 
time. Our city fathers are concerned 
in the whiskey-stealing business. In 
fact, a few of our ‘“‘ bosses” are in 
durance. Corruption seems to prevail 
in every direction. Our papers appear 
every morning with mest startli 
head-lines. 


A case of hanging woul 


be termed, ‘‘ Jerked to Jesus.” But. 
why weary you with the sickenin 
details of our boasted Christianity 
And yet I can’t give you anything 
else. In vain I look for a sunny side 
to our social system. The church even, 
does not present it. The case of the 
once notorious Glendenning and the 
seduction of Mary Pomeroy is again 
dragged into the public prints. The 
courts have decided which is the pro- 
per Mrs. Singer, after months of 
tedious deliberations. Our Chicago 
divorce courts are progressing wonder- 
fully. In fact, the divorce business 
is being made a speeialty. The case 
of Cole, new before the courts, will 
convey an illustration of the manner 
in which divorces are managed. A 
young man named Cule got married to 
a Miss Morgan of Pa., the daughter of 
a Lieut. Gov. A few months after, 
Cole married another young lady. 
But it appears he wished to sever his 
connection with Mrs. Cole No. 1, and 
to do this he came to Chicago. In 
Chicago he procured the services of a 
lawyer, named Douglas. Douglas pro- 
cured two witnesses to swear that Mrs. 
Cole No. 1, was guilty of adultery. 
He also procured a girl named Mary 
Lynch to personate Mrs. Cole, while 
summons of divorce was being served. 
In this way the happy Cole was to be 
sundered from his first wife, while the 
records of a court would transmit her 
name to posterity as an adulteress. 
But this little game was frustrated, 
owing to the indiscretion of Tom 
Major, one of the witnesses. The case 
is to be finally tried on Thursday next, 
but Cole and Douglas are, it is 
rumored, no way apprehensive of the 
future. They are gentlemen, and of 
course those noble countrymen of 
theirs will treat them as such. | 
The higher order of our statesmen 
seem to have woefully degenerated. 
One of our ministers has turned pawn- 
broker in Peru, another blackmailer in 
England, and another a stock bubble 
puffer and confidence man and card- 
player, and another employs his time 
and talents in whitewashing the char- 
acter of these worthies. Of course 
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such trivial things as these deserved 
no mention in a President’s message, 
but the awful sin of Mormonism,” 
the great crying evil, was at once to 
be removed. Homes of peace and 
happiness and plenty were to be made 


equal with those of the East, where 


hunger and misery and wretchedness 
revail. The gambler, drunkard and 
ibertine should be tolerated in Mor- 
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mondom,” and the domestic parent, 
the Christian citizen and thrifty farmer 
should be pronounced curses to society. 
IJ hope your paper will long remain 
ignorant of our religion, civilization 
and social cnstoms, and it is the duty 
of all thinkers to hold up our false 
morality in its true light. 
Yours respectfully, 
Mags. 


UTAH NEWS. 
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From the Deseret News : — 


A Mistake or a Honprep Yarps.—We are requested to say that the 
statement of a city contemporary that the petitions of 23,000 ladies of Utah 
for a state government, etc., was 17 y long, is incorrect, and should be 
„117“ yards long. 


THERMOMETER 40 degrees F. in the shade at 1 p.m. to-day (Jan. 14th). Fine. 


Woman’s Exponent for (Jan. 15,) contains About Woman's Extravagance,” 
„R. S. Reports,” Snow Baskets,” Retrenchment, A Standard of Excel- 
lence,” The Best Society,” Centennial Circular,“ Friendship,“ My Visit 
South,” ‘‘A Smart Quaker,” ‘‘Pipsey Papers,” The Franchise in Sau Fran- 
cisco,” Learn to Sing,“ etc. 


PuysioLocy.—Last evening (Jan. 5th,) Dr. Benedict delivered another of 
the series of University lectures, in that building on Physiology. The branch 
of the subject treated on by the Doctor was “‘ Respiration,” which he handled 
in an able and interesting manner. A unanimous vote of thanks was tendered 
to him at the close. 


INTERESTING AND INsTKUCTIVE.—Parties who attended the lecture of Elder 
Jos. F. Smith, in the 19th Ward, on Friday night, (Jan. 7.) on ‘‘ Scenes in the 
Life of the Prophet Joseph Smith,” state that it was of a most intensely in- 
teresting character, and was listened to with the most wrapt attention from 
beginning to close. The theme is one of never failing interest to Latter-day 
Saints, and it was treated by the lecturer in a clear and effective manner. 


Home Mape Carpet.—The floor of the Representatives Hall, City Hall 
building, has been covered with a new carpet, manufactured at the Provo 
Woollen factory, the first article of the kind, other than hand loom production, 
that we have seen of Utah manufacture, and it is a very creditable commence- 
ment in the line of carpet weaving by water power machinery. The Provo 
factory is a progressive establishment. 


For OxxOON.—Elders Ezra T. Clark and Alonzo H. Hyde have been selected 
to go on a mission to Oregon, and expect to leave for that state to-morrow 
morning, (Jan. 18th.) 


Montana Nortes.—The New North-west think that if Salt Lake can support 
all the local papers it has, it will be a miracle. 


TnRATRE.— On Saturday evening (Jan. 15th,) the Salt Lake Dramatic Com- 
bination presented ‘‘ The Sea of Ice” in very creditable style. 


BricHTon Bricuteninc.—Salt Lake County is assisting in the matter of 
obtaining a bountiful supply of water for the land over Jordan, and for this 
urpose is applying the taxes of the residents of Brighton Precinct, the people 
being expected to do the balance. The County, with this end in view, has put 
in a thirty-five feet wide headgate, north-east of Taylorsville, at the head of 
the old canal made by the Jordan Irrigation Company, and the canal itself is 
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being made sixteen feet wide and placed in thorough repair, sufficient for the 
purpose for which it was intended, about half a mile of the work having been 
already done. Besides this the canal is being tapped by another to go around 
a reservoir heretofore used but insufficient, which piece of work, when finished, 
will provide an ample supply of water for the Brighton folks. This presents 
an excellent chance for people who own land in that locality, but who do not 
at present use it, to supply somebody with employment in working out their 
share in this needed improvement. At all events they should assist in the 
work if they anticipate sharing in its benefits. 


AccipDENTSs.— We are enabled to publish the following despatches received on 


Saturday— 
St. George, Jan. 15, 1876, 3.15 p.m. 
President Yewng,—This morning, while my son, John Burt, one of the 
plasterers sent down here by Bishop Hunter, was working ,on the upper 
scaffold, outside of the Temple, one of the planks broke and he fell through 
the scaffold, seventy-five feet, to the ground. He is badly hurt, and we desire 
the faith of yourself and brethren in his behalf. 
WILILIX Bort. 


St. George, Jan. 15, 6.15 p.m. 

President B. Young,—Ellis M. Sanders, only son of the late Ellis M. San- 
ders, fell from his wagon on Tuesday evening. The wheel passed over his 
throat and killed him instantly. | 

John Burt, who fell from the scaffold to-day, is quite comfortable and strong. 
Hopes are entertained of his complete recovery ; no bones are broken. While 
falling he struck three times on put-logs of the scaffuld, which helped to break 
the force of the fall. R. L. 

A dispatch received to-day (Jan. 17th), states that brother Burt is so far 
improved as to be able tosit up. 


Exiper Georce Q. Cannen.—The Washington Telegram says— Bishop 
‘Cannon will be astonished to see the Chronicle classifying him as a Democrat. 
If there is one square- built, iron-clad Independent in the House, who knows 
— 9 mind and paddles his own canoe, it is the journalist Bishop from 


From the Salt Lake Herald :— 


Deseret University.— Yesterday (Jan. 19th,) closed the first semester and 
the second term of this institution for the academical year 1875-6. The exami- 
nations for proficiency were creditable throughout. These examinations were 
based upon actual merit, being conducted in writing, and so freed from any 
temptation to pander to popular prejudice. The enrollment for the term just 
closed enumerates 167 students. The institution is growing in public favor, and is 
being recognized as an essential element in our system of general education. The 
institution provides a full and practical course, net only in the common branches 
of study, but in mathematics, chemistry, and the sciences in general. The 
patronage of the institution extends to all parts of the territory, there being 
representatives from every county in Utah. To-day begins a new term, the 
first of the second semester, which will inaugurate the beginning of advanced 
classes in the common branches of study, as well as classes in history, the 
sciences and mathematics. The university library has proved, since its in- 
auguration in 1874, a complete success. During the twelve months that the 
library has been opened 4,434 volumes have been given out, up to last evening. 
This is worthy and creditable to the city and territory. 


Crepir Marxs.—The class of 1879 of the Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute, 
New York, have completed their exercises in pen topography for the present, 
and the Troy Press says many of the specimens are beautiful and almost 
marvellous. Amongt the most excellent are the works of Mr. Don Carlos 
Young, son of Governer Brigham Young, and Mr. Wm. G. Sharp, son of 
Bishop Sharp of Utah.” We congratulate the Salt Lake boys. 


